Introduction
In this chapter we examine some of the insights that can be gained from comparative analyses of immigration, migrant settlement and transnationalism. There has been a series of calls for comparative approaches to migration research across the social sciences and humanities (for example, Campbell, 1995; Green, 1994; Vertovec, 1999) . Drawing upon this literature, in the first section of this chapter we outline the primary benefits of comparative analyses. These include insights into the structural conditions of immigrant experiences and subjectivities, and the culturally varied responses to, and legacies of, international migration. In this way we highlight how comparative analyses can offer a bulwark against generalizations regarding the modes, frequency and pressures of migratory movement as well as the communications between migrant groups and their 'home'. In the second section of this chapter, we utilize data obtained in two Australian research projects -the Transnationalism and Citizenship Project and the Challenging Racism Project -to compare immigrant groups across two Australian cities (Brisbane and Sydney) with their Canadian counterparts. Comparative approaches to migration research eschew both erroneous generalization and naïve particularism. In order to present a balanced appraisal of comparative analyses of immigration and transnationalism, we also chart some of the challenges of this approach. These include issues such as finding appropriate analogues and securing matching indicators.
The comparative possibilities of migration and migration research are clear. As highlighted by the migration historian Nancy Green, the migrant is an embodiment of a set of comparisons 'between past and present, between one world and another, between two languages, and two sets of cultural norms' (Green, 1994: 3) . Migration research is, therefore, inherently comparative, as it must take into account these shifts in time, place and culture when examining migration processes or migrant experience. The comparative nature of migration research is also evident when demographic variables such as age, sex and country of birth are used which reveal differences in the migrant experience. The very act of 'analyzing and representing activities and relations among people from one culture for audiences in another' is a comparative project (Foner, 2005: 2) . It has been asserted that 'virtually all migration research is comparative' (Foner, 2005: 1). However, very rarely have migration researchers acknowledged the comparative basis of their projects, nor do they engage with the challenges it poses. In this chapter we focus on research and researchers who have taken a more openly comparative approach, especially across space. We begin by outlining the benefits of comparative analyses as advocated in such migration research.
The more strident approaches used by migration researchers to compare migrant experiences and migration processes usually involve comparisons between the same 'national' migrant group (that is, groups identified by their nation of origin; see Green, 1994: 13) across cities, regions, countries or historical contexts, or between different national groups in the same locations. Green (1994) categorized these approaches under three models: linear, convergent and divergent. The linear approach (which follows an immigrant from place of origin to place of settlement) compares experiences before and after migration and, in so doing, provides insights into change and/or continuity over time and place (Green, 1994) . The convergent model takes the place of settlement as the constant variable and examines the settlement experiences of different migrant groups within the same place. An example of this type of comparison is Yeoh and Willis' (2005) examination of Singaporean and British expatriates in China, or Voigt-Graf's (2005) work on three Indian groups (Punjabis, Kannadigas and Indo-Fijians) in Australia. These types of comparison assume that national/cultural origins are the primary factor shaping settlement experiences alongside timing, economic opportunity and political factors (Green, 1994) . The divergent model, on the other hand, compares the same national groups across different locations. In this way the place of origin is a constant, while the place of settlement is a point of difference. Examples of this type of comparison include Nancy Foner's body of research on West Indians in the United States, Britain and Canada -see Foner (1998 , 2009 ), Campbell (1995 and McRaild's (1999) historical comparative studies of Irish migrants in the United States,
